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Robert Groden 
212 Iilmily Lane 
Boothwyn, PA 19061 

Dear Robert, 

X am sorry that you had to confirm what kind of person y^jiu have become in your 
letter of the 9th. It reflects your now usual twistings of fact and /ruth. And what you 
avoid, not that you are not aware of it, is that the first of my two more recent letters 
is far from the only one you ignored, IIiPGRTAHT PE1RS0IT that you have become. Or at least 
think and act that way. 

Tliat you were away I had no way of knowing. That you were away for seven consecutive 
weelj would appear to be, at the very least, unusual# Hicewiso that none of your mail was 
even acknowledge*/ for tliat long. Had 1 knowwthat I would not have told you in the second 
letter what you shpuld have been told long ago. Pride goeth, Robert, and you’ve been getting 
away with a-r.) than most people can liope to. . <* 

Your account of what your local paper quoted you as sayig is, as usual, not factual 
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and distorted to try and pretend wliat is not true. 

First of all, it was quite some time before that paper was sent im me. There ij. 
absolutely no doubt, you wrt^hed scum, tliat if you had told me before I sent that letter 
I would not have sent it. How can you be such j^{niserable liar! And once it appeared and 
you saw the interpretation tliat could be put on it, one certainly not in any way unjusti- 
fied, why did you tlien not call both the paper and me? 

Why should I cc^you when you never did tliat to me? Did not even respond to many 
lotteif/How in tho world was I to ^cnou tliat you were not referring to me? so far as 
you not contacting mo again after tliat, y&u He! 

A 3 ypu lie in the laiol/ingly false representation of my second letter. I did not day 
tliat when you came here from Hew Jersey you were "a burden," I did not even i©ply it. 

In the rest of the letter you are what you became after leaving New Jersey, after you 
got all tliat synthetic fame, an arrogant know-it-all. In wliat you say responds you 
in no way respond. I did not ask you for the financial agreement in your suit. I asked about 
Hairy's deposition. I did not care about the financial end but I wa 3 and I was quite specific 
in saying I was interested in what he said, perhaps admitted. lou have tliat letter in front 
of you, I do not, but I am quite certain ^asked if that disclosure would be proper. Robdrt, 
I'm old, unwell, but my memory is good enough to know what interested me and still does, 
wliat did not and has no r .ason to, and tliat I even cautioned you not to let me have wliat 
there might be any reason for not letting me have so you would not get in legal trouble. 

Tliat Livingstone is ajliar if fht new to me. 

Wliat you say about your "eiihancement" of 2 335 , of tliat is the right word, is that it 
"should suit" Liy "needs." There you arc, arrogant of mind and spirit as you have become, 
tilling me what^mp interest is. It assuredly is not in that corruption of reality. ,J -ou may 
have fprgottne bjt 1 forced those f fames out when they were mmitted in publication. I 
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saw them oft the wide Archives screen, maybe four feet wide* And I Jjnow they show 
nothing at all like what you "erighanced" into maiding it show what is not there. Hot only 
tliat but before I wrote you I had a print made from the videotape of it broadcast by 
PBS. That, as you know , is not salable for^ntargement. So I asked you for a photographic 
rphit of it. 

What you refer mo to you describe, with what teems to have become your accustomed 
modesty, as "the best available copy of the picture." Bull! 

With regard to u livcrStone and your soOcalled "defense" of me, what made you think 

I wanted or needed a defense to him? If as usual you did not say what you want believed 

and began by learning what the fact is you’d not make as much a fool of yourselyf as 

most people (to not bother to tell/ you. And anyone wiio lias worked for a newspaper knows 

that any kind of publicity is helpful to a commercial venture. My objective was not to 
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stop liim and it ms to make a clear record for history. Tliat I„did. And it was only when 
lie did not respond to what 1 told him about ^arrison tliat I began any public exposure. 
f flie man and truth cannot even be ‘in the same room at the same time. And why anyone should 
need or want a defense other than those longing to a^e^active in kissing his ass I do 
not know. In fact, there come a time when he had Rusconi write me an unhidden solicitation 
to accept a bribe. 

You and he have this in common: you neither know the truth or care for it when you 
cannot avoid it. You are mythologizers and; even worse, believe it as soon as you make 
it up or adopt it. 

lour lying is simply incredible. Like, "I hav<\ edicated 111 (sic) of my (sic) books 
to you." Yours, indeed! And such a glowing dedi ation to me in Livingstone's High Treasor^ 
and I say tliat because as you do not know he wanted me to check the ms. ITovj6s to tliat dedica- 
tion, I see the names of jtour wife, dtfiildrcn, parents and to as big an assassination bullshit 
artisjas tliero ever was, Dick Gregory, and cx-Congressman Downing. I have thejecond printing 
of Model’s thc^Lvery, described as "updated and revised," tliat dated January, 1977, and your 
dedication is to Chris and the first four cliildren. If there was a dedication to m£ in the 
first printing, itvas removed. So cilbher ^you are what you have become, a big and a/very 
careless liar. 

I am both ashamed of you and sorry for you and you deserve no sympathy for what as a y 
grown and presumed mature man you have done to yourself. It will probably make no difference 
to you because you are the epitome of all wisdom, you think, and because you have gotten 
away with so much for so long, but your coming book is by major publisher, one it can 
pay to sue. If you have in it some of what you have said in the past some, not me, may be 
tempted. It is v«ry dangerous to believe your own lies and you have been making up and lying 
so much I doubt you can today recognize truth. 




Harold Weis berg 



